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9189. Adualteration and misbranding of vinegarx., U. 8. * % * v, 38
Deozen Botties, § Dozen Botiles, 36 Dozen Dottles, and 25 Dozen
Bottles * * '* of Distilled Spirit Vinegdr. Default decrees of
condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (I'. & D. Nos. 13994, 14060,
14061. 1I. S. Nos. 8685-t, 8681~t, 8682—t, 8683~t. S. Nos. E-2914, E-2906.)

On December 4 and 13, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of
Columbia, acting upon - reports by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the,
Supreme Court of the District aforesaid, holding a-district court, libels for the
seizure and condemmation of 38 dozen, 5 dozen, 36 dozen, and 25 dozen bottles,
more or less, of distilled spirit vinegar, at Washington, D. C., alleging that the
article had been offered for sale and sold at the District aforesaid, by C. W.
Davis & Son, on or about Nove_mber 3, September 11, July 1, and August 18,
1920, respectively, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part, “ Con-
tains 8 Fluid Ozs.” (or “11 Fluid 0zs.”) “Analostan Brand Distilled Spirit
Vinegar " Colored For Table And Pickling Use Bottled By C. W. Davis & Son,
* * % Washington, D, C. * * *»

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that a
substance, to wit, excessive water, had been mixed and packed therewith so as
to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had
been substituted in whole or in part for distilled vinegar, which the article
purported to be, and for the further reascn that the article had been mixed
and colored in-a manuner whereby damage or inferiority had been concealed.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article was labeled “ Dis-
tilled Spirit Vinegar S§7 (or “1177) “fluid ounces,” which labeling was false
and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser by representing that the
article was distilled spirit vinegar, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not,
but was a substance deficient in acetic acid, for the further reason that the
article was an imitation of, and was offered for sale under the distinctive
name of, anotner article, to wit, distilled spirit vinegar, and for the further
reason that the article was food in package form and the quantity of the con-
tents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On March 15, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments
of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyved by the United States marshal.

0. D. Bain, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9190, Aduiteration and misbranding of oil of sassafras, oil of birch, oil
1vinte1‘_{;1°een, Lirek q_ﬂ, and c¢il winfcrgreen iez-yf. v. &, * = *‘
v, James B, Johason. Plea of guailty., Dine, $250 and costs.,. (L &
D. Nos. 9240, 9668, 10123, 1. 8. Nos. 1135-p, 18611-r, 6401-r, 13603-r,
186071, 13659~r, 17642-1, 13640-1.)

On March 12, 1919, and thereafter, the United States attorney for the Western
District of North Carclina, acting upon a report by tie Secretary of Agriculture,
filed in the District Court of the United States for sald district three informa-
tions against James B. Johnson, trading at Hickory, N. C., alleging shipment by
said defendant, in violation of the Foed and Drugs Act, as amended, from the
State of North Carolina, on or about October 27, 1917, and November 30, 1918,
into the States of New York and New Jersey, respectively, of quantities of oil
of sassafras, on or about July 24 and November 30, 1918, respectively, into the’
State of New Jersey, of quantities of birch oil or oil of birch, on or about July
13, 1918, into the State of Ohioe, of a quantity of oil of birch, on or about July 13
and August 15, 1918, respectively, into the State of New York, of quantities of
oil of wintergreen or oil wintergreen leaf, and on or about November 30, 1918,
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into the State of New Jersey, of a quantity of oil of wintergreen, all of which’
were adulterated and misbranded. '

Analyses of samples of the oil of sassafras by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it consisted of an oil from some source other than
sassafrasg, probably from waste camphor oil. Analyses of samples of the remain-
ing articles showed that they contained synthetic methyl salicylate.

Adulteration of the oil of sassafras was alleged in the information for the
reason that it was sold under and by a name recognized in the United States.
Pharmacopeia, and differed from the s,tzindard of strength, quality, and purity
as determined by the tests laid down in said Pharmacopeeia, official at the time -
of the investigation,. in that said Pharmacopeeia provided that oil of sassafras.
should be distilled from the root of sassafras, whereas the article was not dis-
tilled from the root of sassafras, and the standard of the strength, quality, and
purity of the article was not.plainly stated on the container thereof. Adulter-
ation was alleged for the further reason that a substance, to wit, an imitation
sassafras oil or a substance prepared from waste camphor .oil, had been mixed,
and packed therewith so as to lower and reduce and injuriously affect its
quality and strength, and had been substituted in whole or.in part for oil of
sassafras, which the article purported to be.

Misbranding of the oil of sassafras wasg alleged in substance for the reason-
that it was a product prepared from waste camphor oil in.imitation of oil of

sassafras, and was offered.for sale and sold under the distinctive name -of
another article, to wit, oil of sassafras. ,

Adulteration of the remaining articles was alleged for the reason that a sub.
stance, to wit, synthetic methyl salicylate, had been mixed and packed there-
with so as to lower and reduce and injuriously affect their guality and strength,
and had been substituted in part for oil of birch, oil of wintergreen, birch oil or
oil wintergreen leaf, respectively, which the articles purported to be. Adulter-
ation was alleged for the further reason that the articles were sold under and
by names recognized in the United States Pharmacopeeia, and differed from the
standard of strength, quality, and purity as determined by the tests laid down
in the said Pharmacopeeia, official at the time of the investigation, in that the
articles consisted in part of synthetic methyl salicylate, derived from sources
other than sweet birch, or wintergreen, as the case might be, whereas said
Pharmacopeeia provided that oil of birch, or birch oil, should consist exclusively
of an oil derived from sweet birch, and that oil of wintergreen should be
obtained from Gaultheria procumbens, and the standard of the strength, quality,
and purity of the said article was not declared on the contamer thereof.

Misbranding of the articles conmdered as a food was alleged for the reason
that said articies were products composed in part of synthetic methyl salicylate,
derived from sources other than sweet birch or wintergreen, brepared in imita-
tion of oil of sweet birch or oil of wmtergreen and were offered for sale and
sold under the distinctive names of other articles, to wit, oil of birch or oil of
wintergreen. Mlsblandmcr of the articles considered as drugs'was alleged for the
reason that they were products composed in part of synthetic methyl salicylate,
derived from sources other than sweet birch or winter green, prepmed in imita-
tion of oil of sweet birch or oil of Wmte“green and were offered for sale and
sold under the names of other alncles to wit, 011 of birch or oil of wintergreen.
Misbranding was alleged with respect to certain consignments for the reason
that the statements, to wit, “4 cans oil birch,” borne on one of the cans con-
taining the articles, and * Oil of Wintergreen,” or “2 cans Birch Oil,” borne on
the copies of expfess waybills attached to the cans containing the articles, re-
garding the articles and the ingredients and substances contained therein, were
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false and misleading in that they represented that the articles consisted wholly
of birch oil or oil of wintergreen, as the case might be, and for the furthber
reason that the articles were labeled as aforesaid so 2s to deceive and mislead
the purchaser into the belief that they consisted wholly of birch oil or oil of
wintergreen, as the:casé might be, whereas, in truth and in fact, the articles
consisted in part of gynthetic 111et1‘1y1"sn]icylate, derived from sources other than
sweet birch or wintérgreen. Misbranding was alleged with respect to the con-
signments of oil of Wwintergreen of August 15, 1918, into New York, and of
November 30, 1918, into New Jersey, respectively, for the further reason that
the article was food in package f01n), and the quantity of the contents was not
plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the packaoes

On December 5, 1919, the three cases having been consolidated under one
proceeding, the defendant entered a plea of guﬂty to the informsdtion, and the
court imposed a fine of $250 and costs.

. D. Bary, Acting Secretary of Agriculture'_.

9191, -Misbranding of Lesnardi’s Injectionr No. 1. U, S. x w v. 2 Dozen
Beottles of * * * Leonardi’s Injection No. 1. Defanlt decree of
destruction‘. (F. & D. No. 10543 I. 8. No. 16503—1‘.: S. No. E-1520.)

On .or.about June 13, 1919, the United. States:-attorney for the Southern
District of Florida, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel, and on or
about July 12, 1919, an amended libel,” for the seizure and condemnation of 2
dozen bottles of Leonardi’s Injection No. 1, at Jacksonville, Fia., consigned
by S. B. Leonardi & Co., Inc,, New York, N. Y., alleging that the article had
been shipped on or about March 8, 1918, and transported from the State of New
York into the State of Florida, and charging misbranding in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: (Bottle)

“TLeonardi’s Injection No. 1 * * * TFor Gonorrhoea * * % Prepared
Only By 8. B. Leopardi & Co., New York, N. Y:;” (carton) * Leonardi’s Injec-
tion No. 1 * * * Used in Gonorrhoea and Gleet * * *;” (shipping con-

tainer) “Ior Male or [emale Injection ILeonardi’s Specific No. 1. A Safe
Remedy for the Relief of Gonorrhoea and Gleet in 3 to 5 Days.”

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this depart-
ment showed that it consisted essentlallv of an alhahne solutlon of borax,
camphor, and belberme

It was alleged in substance in the libel, as amended, that the article was mis-
branded for the reason that the labels upon the shipping containers, cartons,
and bottles containing the article bore the above-quoted statements, regarding
the curative and therapeutic effect of said article, which falsely and fraudu-
lently represented it to be effective ag a treatment, remedy, or cure for gonor-
rhea and gleet, whereas the said article contained no ingredient or combination
of ingredients capable of producing the curative and therapeutic effects claimed
in said statements.

On February 5, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment was entered finding the article to be subject to condemnation, and it was
ordered by the court that the same be destroyed by the United States marshal,

E. D. Bavrr, Acting Secrotary of Agriculture,



